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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
09/26/2005 has been entered. 

2. The original priority date is 12/29/2000. 

3. Claims 1, 5-12, and 14-19 remain pending. 

4. Claims 2-4, and 13 have been cancelled by the Applicant. 

5. Claims 1, 14-16, and 19 are the independent claims. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 5-8 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Dependent Claim 1 0, which depends on independent Claim 1 , recites the 
limitation "responsive to creation of a valid link Claim 1 recites "creating a form .. 
and hyperlinks that point to web pages". The valid link recited in Claim 10 appears 
disjointed from that of Claim 1 creating hyperlinks , since in Claim 1 the hyperlinks are to 
web pages while in Claim 10 the links (hyperlinks ?) appear to point to images within an 
html (web) page. The relationship between these claims is confusing making their 
interpretation unclear. 

Similarly, the relationship between dependent Claim 12 and independent Claim 
1 1 appears to be disjointed. Claim 12 recites, "downloading said html and linked 
images". However, Claim 11 from which claim 12 depends makes no mention of "said 
linked images", in fact it makes no mention of images at all. There appears to be a lack 
of antecedent basis in Claim 12 with respect to linked images. 
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Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1, 1 1, and 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bialic (U.S. Patent No. 6,665,6856, filed 1 1/01/1999, issued 
12/16/2003) in view of Salas et al. (hereinafter Salas, U.S. Patent No. 6,233,600 filed 
07/15/1997, issued 05/14/2001) 

In regard to independent Claim 1 (and similarly independent Claims 14-19), 
Bialic teaches creating a form containing fields defining said schema and hyperlinks that 
point to web pages with the creation of a Web based form (step 1050) (with some form 
of editor). Based on the form information, the Web based form is configured for use with 
the database (step 1060). For example, elements of the Web based form ("Web form 
elements") may be created that correspond to elements of the form used in the desktop 
database application ("desktop form elements"), and associations between the Web 
form elements and fields or records of the database may be created corresponding to 
associations, as indicated in the form information, between the desktop form elements 
and the fields or records (Col. 3, lines 34-40; Fig. 4). To summarize, Bialic's invention 
allows a user to create a web form containing elements {input fields, buttons, menus, 
etc.) that relate to an existing database (and hence relate to the schema or design of 
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the database). The web-based form is created to be eventually made part of a web 
server offered up to users via a web browser for inputting or otherwise accessing a 
database. 

Bialic does not explicitly discuss that the HTML page containing an HTML form 
contains hyperlinks to web pages, though one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention would have found the inclusion of hyperlinks to a web page to have been 
obvious as it would have been common to produce HTML pages that contained 
hyperlinks which provided navigational assistance to other parts of the page, or to other 
pages within a web site, or to other web sites. 

Bialic also implies that the form is saved to local storage at said browser in that 
the creation of the form is performed from within a desktop application that is normally 
used to interact with the database (see Fig. 4). It would have been obvious to conclude 
that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have desired to at least 
periodically store their form/web application to local storage to prevent both a loss of 
their work and to allow for revision and update of the form without relying on a server's 
version of the form. 

While Bialic does not explicitly teach dragging and dropping said form from local 
storage into an upload control panel in a user interface to said collaboration space, it is 
apparent from the steps of Fig. 4 that the resulting web application (containing the form) 
is transferred to a web server from a client via a network (see steps 1080, 1090). It is 
noted that dragging and dropping was a well known means for easily moving files 
(information) from one place to another within a windowing environment and it would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to assume 
that one would typically use a drag and drop technique to assist in uploading the web 
application (containing the form) to a web server. 

It is further noted that Bialic does not mention that the server is, or contains a 
collaboration space. However, a web site (or web server) would have been considered 
an obvious example of a collaboration space to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention in this instance as a plurality of users would have used the web application 
(including the form) to interact with the database, providing the benefit of a more readily 
accessible and common user interface. 

However, Salas further teaches such a technique in uploading a form to a 
collaboration site from a client (Col. 13, lines 19-26). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teachings of Bialic and Salas as both inventions relate to 
uploading content to server environments. Adding the teaching of Salas allows the user 
an easy means to upload files to a server; saving time in the process. 

Bialic continues by teaching parsing said form to identify said fields and 
incorporate them into said schema in that a text file version of a desktop database form 
file is produced, and the text file version is parsed to derive database interaction 
information. Results of the parsing include a virtual directory at the Web server that 
includes one or more text files known as "ini files" and one or more files for Web forms. 
Such an ini file includes information such as table relationship information and database 
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connection information that is needed in the new Web application to display and search 
database data (Abstract). 

Bialic also teaches integrating said form into said collaboration space; rendering 
said form to a user, and receiving said form from said user with new data content for 
said collaboration space (see Fig. 4; steps describing that the web server is readied to 
accept the web application containing the form for interaction with the database). In use, 
the now web application can be selected by a user who accesses the web server to 
interact with the database (see Fig. 19, steps 2090, 2100, 2110). 

In regard to independent Claim 11, Claim 1 1 reflects the method for integrating 
forms including fields defining the schema of a collaboration space into said 
collaboration space, as claimed in Claim 1 (and similarly Claims 14-19), and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 

In addition, Bialic teaches that the forms are in HTML (Col. 4, lines 1-6). Also, 
Bialic teaches rendering said form in edit mode to a user; and receiving said form from 
said user with new data content for said collaboration space in that when others place 
the web application on the web server for use, the form is made available to have its 
fields filled in (an edit mode) by the user of the database for accessing the database, or 
perhaps inputting information into the database (see Fig. 16). That form is subsequently 
processed by the server (a read mode) and the database is accessed. 
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1 1 . Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bialic in 
view of Salas, and in further view of Hanson et al. (hereinafter Hanson, U.S. Patent No. 
5,956,736 filed 09/27/1996 issued 09/21/1999). 

In regard to dependent Claim 9, neither Bialic nor Salas explicitly teach parsing 
said form, finding linked files and processing uniform resource locators to generate a 
form object; saving to a page object said form, said linked files, and said form object; 
and displaying at said browser said page with said form object in read mode and said 
form in edit mode. However, Hanson teaches an object comprising a web document 
being executed by a server, having been previously uploaded to the server from an 
object-oriented web editor client, and subsequently requested by a client for display 
(Col. 13, lines 48-57). So, the object (web page) was created by an editor and uploaded 
to the server as an object. The web page (object) consists of other objects (each HTML 
tag, for example). So, the web object (form) is executed (involving parsing) and tags are 
converted to whatever formats the client requests (e.g., client can request an HTML 
page, or other characteristics of the object) via handlers. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Bialic . 
Salas and Hanson as all three inventions relate to the creation of html documents. 
Hanson adds the benefit of further defining each component of a web page (such as 
form input fields) in the form of objects whose attributes can be manipulated. 
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12. Claims 10, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bialic in view of Salas, and in further view of Kagle (U.S. Patent No. 6,779,153 filed 
04/27/1999 issued 08/17/2004). 

In regard to dependent Claim 10, Bialic fails to teach that responsive to 
creation of a valid link to an image within an html page or skin, creating a uniform 
resource locator (uh) by: downloading said images into a local directory in the same 
folder as said html page or skin. However, Salas teaches that file download and 
subsequent upload, if necessary, is managed by a background daemon. Alternatively, a 
separately executing program may manage file upload and download; the only 
requirement is that the file upload/download application executes separately from the 
browser application, so that premature exiting of the browser program is handled 
appropriately by upload/download code (Col. 12, lines 15-22). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the 
teachings of Bialic and Salas as both inventions relate to collaborative work 
environments. Adding the teaching of Salas allows for uploading/downloading server 
workspaces to maintain local versions. 

Bialic fails to teach uploading said linked and download images from said local 
directory automatically when said page or skin is uploaded. However, Kagle teaches 
that pictorial/image information can be entered as a pointer to a locally stored image, 
which is uploaded with the completed page layout (Col. 6, lines 53-60). Here, a PDA 
uploads a page layout and an image referred to in the page layout. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the 
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teachings of Bialic . Salas and Kaqle as all both inventions relate to the creation of web 
pages. The benefit of Kagle's teaching is to allow for more efficient uploading by 
uploading all components of a web site in the same upload session. 

In regard to dependent Claim 12, Claim 12 contains subject matter similar to 
that found in Claim 10, and is rejected along similar lines of reasoning. 

In addition, Bialic fails to teach importing an original html file, which contains an 
image tag, and the related image files into collaboration space. However, Salas teaches 
that file uploading may be done in the background or in the foreground. If done in the 
foreground the user will be blocked from further work on that file until the 
upload/download is complete. Once the upload is complete, the server 14 updates 
metadata stored in its database 20 that is associated with the file, for example, any edit 
lock set by the editing user is released (Col. 132, lines 60-67). Also, once the user is 
finished editing the file, it may be uploaded to the server 14 to allow other users access 
to it. The user signals that the file should be transmitted to the server 14 by dragging the 
file onto an eRoom displayed by the browser (step 704). Dropping the file into the 
displayed eRoom invokes an ActiveX control or a background daemon process, which 
manages the upload of the file to the server 14 (Col. 13, lines 19-26). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to combine the 
teachings of Bialic and Salas as both inventions relate to collaborative work 
environments. Adding the teaching of Salas allows for creating/updating server 
workspaces without interfering with other collaborators. 
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Salas fails to teach parsing said original html We to find linked images; creating a 
modified html file by modifying said image tag in said html file to refer to the copy of the 
image file attached to document on the server, saving said original html file and said 
modified html file on a collaboration space page object. However, Kaqle teaches in Fig. 
8 a process whereby template files are created on a client computer (a PDA in this 
case). Template files and any images, audio, etc. that are referenced in the template 
files are uploaded to a server. The server processes the templates and builds an html 
page (see Fig. 8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to combine the teachings of Bialic . Salas . and Kaqle as all three 
inventions relate to the creation of web pages. The benefit of Kaqle's teaching is to 
allow for more efficient uploading by uploading all components of a web site in the same 
upload session. 

Response to Arguments 

1 3. The Applicant argues with respect to Claims 1 -6, 1 1 , and 1 3-1 9 that the prior art 
of Cannata . Salas as well as Kaqle and Hanson fail to teach all of the limitations. The 
Examiner agrees and withdraws the rejection. However, a new rejection is made with 
respect to the prior art of Bialic in combination with Salas . Kaqle and Hanson to teach 
the deficiencies in the previous rejections. 

Bialic teaches the creation of web forms basing fields on the schema of a 
database, then offering the form to a web site so that others may access and use the 
form for interactions with the database. 
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Conclusion 



14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H. Blackwell whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 4089. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R. Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

1 5. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



James H. Blackwell 
01/25/2006 




